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D.cf.'r. 66

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

INTERDEPARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE

P.I. No. 751770-, Clayton County
STP-9108(4)

;?~Acreek RoadlMt. Zion Boulevard Widening DATE January 20,2006

FROM (i:'LfM;;gAreZ~., AssistantDirectorofPreconstruction
TO David E. Studstill, Jr., P.E., Chief Engineer

FILE OFFICE Preconstruction

SUBJECT PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

This project is the widening and reconstruction of Battle Creek RoadlCR 1342 and Mt. Zion
BoulevardlCR 28, beginning on Battle Creek Road at Southlake Parkway and ending at Mt. Zion
Boulevard and Somerton Drive. This project will improve the Level of Service (LOS) along the
roadway by adding additional through lanes along Battle Creek Road and Mt. Zion Boulevard, as
well as adding additional turn lanes at major intersections. The proposed improvements will
allow each intersection within the project limits to operate at LOS "D" or better. Base year
(2011) traffic volumes in the corridor are 15,400 VPD along Battle Creek Road and 49,700 VPD
along Mt. Zion Boulevard. Future design year (2031) volumes are projected to be 22,900 along
Battle Creek Road and 73,500 VPD along Mt. Zion Boulevard.

:rhe construction consists of widening Battle Creek RoadlCR 1342 and Mt. Zion BoulevardlCR
28 from the existing two and four lane facilities to four, 12' lanes with a 20' raised median and
urban shoulders consisting of2.5' curb and gutter, 6' grassed strip and 5' sidewalks. The project
begins on Battle Creek Road and continues to the intersection of Battle Creek Road and Mt. Zion
Boulevard. This intersection will be realigned to provide east-west through movement from
eastbound Battle Creek Road to eastbound Mt. Zion Boulevard. The project continues east along
Mt. Zion Boulevard, crosses 1-75and ends at Somerton Drive. Temporary on-site detour
pavement will be utilized along Mt. Zion Boulevard from Richardson Parkway to Lake Harbin
Road to facilitate vertical reconstruction of Mt. Zion Boulevard.

Environmental concerns include requiring a COE 404 Permit; an Environmental Assessment is
anticipated; a public hearing open house will be held; time saving procedures are not appropriate.

The estimated costs for this project are:

PROPOSED APPROVED FUNDING PROG DATE

Construction (includes E&C $14,296,000 $16,546,000 L230/L240
and inflation)

2009

Right-of-Way & Utilities* Local Local Local
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aavid Studstill
Page 2

P. I. No. 751770-, Clayton
January 20, 2006

*Clayton County signed PMA for PE, right-of-way and utilities 4-12-02.

I recommend this project concept be approved.

MBP:JDQ/cj

Attachment

CONCUR
ratton, P.E., Director of Preconstruction

APPROVE ox) ~ I'
David E. Studstill, Jr., P.E., Chief Engineer
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DEPARTMENTOF TRANSPORTATIO~f)) -" /-:---
STATEOF GEORGIA II! I i '-::~;d , ' I,Ir< - ~I '

INTERDEPARThtENTALro~ND~CE jU u~30 2005hij/
. ~ _.~,~J

FILE OFFICE: Chamblee\MetroSTP-91O8(4)
Clayton County
Battlecreek - Mt Zion Blvd from Southlake
Parkway to Lake Harbin Road
P.L 751770-

FROM: Bryant Poole, District Engin~

DATE: December 23, 2005

TO: Margaret B. Pirkle, Assistant Director of Preconstruction

SUBJECT: PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

Attached is the original copy of the concept report for your further handling for approval in
accordance with the PDP.

IT you have any questions in regards to this concept, please contact Merishia Robinson or
Gerald Ford at (404) 463-4947.

BP\MAL\mkr

cc: Joe Palladi
Jamie Simpson
Harvey Keepler
Keith Golden
Brian Summers
Paul Liles
File
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Project Concept Report Page 2
Project Number: STP-91O8(4)
P. L Number: 751770
County: Clayton

N PI#751770

A
Location Map
0 0.25 0-5

.Mile

Location Map
Project: STP-9108{4) Clayton County PI No: 751770

Description: Widening of Battle Creek Road and Mt. Zion Boulevard
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~ Project Concept Report Page 3
PrQject Number: STP-9108(4)
P. 1 Number: 751770
Crnmty: Clayton

Need and Purpose: Project STP-91O8(4) consists of widening Battle Creek Road (CR
1342) and Mt. Zion Boulevard (CR 28) from t .. e-fae-ili-t:ies--te-

~itlr2tFfuot-rais@d median and urban_cntb aDdgutter, beginning on
Battle Creek Road at SoutWake Parkway and-ending at Mt. Zion Boulevard amt If'T
Somerton J?rive. Mt. Zion Boulevard and Battle, Creek Road are classified as urban
colIectors,J .

Base year2011 trafficvolumesin the corridorare approximately15,400Vehiclesper
Day (VPD) along Battle CreekRoad and 49,700 VPD alongMt. Zion Boulevard. Future
designyear 2031volumesare expectedto be approximately22,900VPD along:Battle
CreekRoad and 73,500VPD alongMt. ZionBouleva~

ProjectSTP-9108(4)will improvethe Level of Service(LOS) alongthe roadwayby
addingadditionalthrough lanes alongBattle Creek Road and Mt. ZionBoulevard,as well
as addingadditionalturn lanes at major intersections.Theproposed improvementswill

alloweach major intersectionwithin the project limits to operate at LOSD or bett;jin
the designyear as shown in the attachedtraffic analysissummary.J

Project STP-9108(4)will also improvevertical sight distanceandprovide for additional
turn lanes andsignalupgradesat intersections.Accident rates at eachmajor intersection
alongthe project for 2003 and 2004 are shown inthe attachedtrafficanalysissummary.

Furthermore,centralClaytonCountyis a heavily developedarea consistingof a mixof
commercia~residentialand industriallanduses with a needfor improvedeast-west
connectivity.Theproject will serve this needby reconnguring the intersectionof Battle
CreekRoad andMt. Zion Boulevardto provide an east-westthroughmovement.There
are also three otherprojects in the immediatevicinitywhichwill combinewith this
project to createa majoreast-westthoroughfurein centralClaytonCounty.These
projectsare the wideningof ValleyHill Road from Upper RiverdaleRoad to Battle Creek
Road (ClaytonCountyProject),the wideningof Battle Creek Road fromValleyHill
Road to SouthlakeParkway(GDOTPJ. No 751775)and the wideningMt. Zion
Boulevardfrom SomertonDrive to Rex Road (ClaytonCountyProject).

Also, existingBattle CreekRoad and Mt. ZionBoulevardcurrentlyhave intermittent
pedestrianfacilitiesalong the project corridor.Project STP-9108(4)will improve
pedestrianfacilitieswithin the project limitsby providingfor an urbansectionwith curb
and gutter and5-foot sidewalks.
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Project Concept Report Page 4
PrQject Number: S1P~91O8(4)
P. L Number: 751770
Co\U1ty: Clayton

Description of the proposed project: P..rojectSTP~91O8(4)consists of widening Battle
Creek Road (CR 1342) and Mt. Zion Boulevard (CR 28) from the existing two and four
lane facilities to four 12-foot lanes with a 20-foot raised median and urban shoulders
consisting of2.5-foot curb and gutter, 6-foot grassed strip and 5-foot sidewalks. The
project begins on Battle Creek Road at Southlake Parkway (Battle Creek Road M.P..2.02)
and continues to the intersection of Battle Creek Road and Mt. Zion Boulevard (Battle
Cteek Road M.P. 2.37, Mt. Zion Boulevard M.P. 1.32). This intersection will be
realigned to provide an east-west through movement from eastbound Battle Creek Road
to eastbound Mt. Zion Boulevard. The project then continues east along Mt. Zion
Boulevard, crosses 1-75 (Mt. Zion Boulevard M.P 2.45) and ends at Somerton Drive (Mt.
Zion Boulevard M.P. 4.45). The total project length is approximately 18350 feet (3.48
miles)

Is the project located in a Non-attainment area? ~Yes ~---No.
The proposed concept calls for four through lanes (two in each direction)with a 20-foot
raised median. The project begins on Battle Creek Road at Southlake Parkway and
continuesfor 0.35 miles to the intersectionof Battle Creek Road and Mt. Zion Boulevard
The project then continues along Mt. Zion Boulevard for 3.13 miles to SomertonDrive.
The totalproject lengthis 3.48 milesand the openingyear is 2011.

Theconformingplan describesthe project beginningon Mt. ZionBoulevardat Southlake
Parkway and continuing for 3.93 miles to SomertonDrive, just past Lake Harbin Road
Theplan calls for four through lanes (two in each direction)with a totalproject lengthof
3.93 milesand an openingyear of2011.

PDP Classification: Major (X) Minor ( )

Federal Oversight: Full Oversight ( ), Exempt(X), State Funded( ), or Other ( )

Functional Classification: UrbanCollectorStreet

U. S.Route Number(s): HQne State Route Number(s):None

County Route Number(s): Battle Creek Road: CR 1344; 1\4;1.Zion Boulevard: CR 28
.-

Traffic (ADT):
Current Year. (2005): 43,981 Design Year. (2031): 73,448



Project Concept Report Page 5
Project Number: STP-91Q8(4)
P.I Number: 751770

County: Clayton

Existing design features:. Typical Section: The existing typical section varies as follows:
0 Battle Creek Road: One travel lane in each direction with variable width

rural grassed shoulders.
0 Mt. Zion Boulevard from Battle Creek Road to Spring Place: One travel

lane in each direction with variable width rural grassed shoulders.
0 Mt. Zion Boulevard from Spring Place to Richardson Parkway: Two travel

lanes in each direction separated by a 2()"'footraised median with curb and
gutter and variable width urban shoulders.

0 Mt. Zion Boulevard from Richardson Parkway to Maddox Road: Two
travel lanes in each direction separated by a 14-foot flush median.
Shoulders vary ITomvariable width urban shoulders with curb and gutter
to variablewidth rural grassedshoulders. .

0 Mt. Zion BoulevardffomMaddoxRoad to Lake HarbinRoad: One travel
lane in each direction with a variable width rural grassed shoulders.

. Posted speed 40 mph Minimum Curve Radius: 900'

. Maximum grade: ']0.10mainline. 9% side roads. 11% driveways. Width of right of way: Varies 8()...120ft.

. Major structures: 32()",£ootlong by 92-foot wide reinforced concrete bridge on Mt.
Zion Boulevardover 1-75;SufficiencyRating: 95.02

. Major interchangesor intersectionsalongtheproject:
0 Major interchange:Mt. ZionBoulevardat 1-75
0 Major Intersections:Battle CreekRoad and SouthlakeParkway;Mt. Zion

BoulevardandBattle CreekRoad; Mt. ZionBoulevardand Mt.Zion
Road; Mt. ZionBoulevardand Mt. Zion Parkway;Mt. ZionBoulevard
and RichardsonParkway;Mt. ZionBoulevardand MaddoxRoad; Mt.
Zion Boulevardand Lake HarbinRoad

. Existing length of roadway segments:
0 Battle CreekRoad: 0.35 Milesbeginningat M.P. 2.02
0 Mt ZionBoulevard:3.13 MilesBeginningat M.P. 1.32

Proposed Design Features:. Proposedtypical section(s}: Four 12-foottravellanes (two in each direction)
separatedby a 20-footraisedmedianwith curb and gutterand 16-footurban
shouldersconsistingof2.5-foot curb and gutter,6-£ootgrassedstrip and 5-foot
sidewalk.. ProposedDesign SpeedMainline45 mph. ProposedMaximumgrade Mainline6% Maximumgrade allowable9%.. ProposedMaximumgrade Side Street 10% Maximumgrade allowable15%.. ProposedMaximumgrade driveway 11%. ProposedMinimumCurveRadius 730'. Minimum Radius Allowable MJ.:..



Project Concept Report Page 6
PrQject Number: STP-91O8(4)
P. L Number: 751770
County: Clayton. Right ofway

0 Width Varies 120-200'.
0 Easements: Temporary (X), Permanent (X), Utility (X ), Other ( ).
0 Type of access control: Full ( ), Partial ( ), By Permit (X), Other (X).
0 Number of parcels: 135 Number of displacements:

0 Business:.l
0 Residences: ~
0 Mobile homes: None
0 Other: None

. Structures:
0 Bridges: The existing bridge at Ml Zion Boulevard and 1-75 will not be

modified by this concept.
0 Bridge Culverts: The existing double 10'xl2' bridge culvert on Mt. Zion

Boulevard at Panther Creek will be extended to accommodate the
widening.

0 Retaining walls: An approximate 500' long, 15' tall mechanically
stabilized wall will be required at the intersection ofMt. Zion Boulevard
and Battle Creek Road in order to reduce impacts to the Clayton County
Water Authority property. Gravity walls may be utilized at various
locations throughout the project to minimize impacts to adjacent

. properties.These locationsincludeeastboundMt. Zion Boulevardalong
the ftontageof the Mt. ZionBaptist ChurchandMt. Zion Baptist
Cemeteryproperties locatedat the intersectionofMt. Zion Boulevardand
Mt.ZionRoad. .. Major intersectionsand interchanges.

0 Major interchange: Mt. Zion Boulevard at 1-75 - This interchange will not
be modified. Dual left tutnlanes will be added to the northbound 1-75 exit

ramp to Mt. Zion Boulevard
0 Major Intersections: Battle Creek Road and Southlake Parkway; Mt. Zion

Boulevard and Battle Creek Road; Mt. Zion Boulevard and Mt. Zion
Road; Mt. Zion Boulevard and Mt. Zion Parkway; Mt. Zion Boulevard
and Richardson Parkway; Mt. Zion Boulevard and Maddox Road; Mt.
Zion Boulevard and Lake Harbin Road.

. Trafficcontrol duringconstruction:
0 The intersectionof Battle CreekRoad and Mt. ZionBoulevardwill be

closed to throughtrafficduringconstruction.Trafficwill be routedon an
off-sitedetourutilizingMt. Zion Road and SouthlakeParkwayto the east
andMt. ZionBoulevardand SouthlakeParkwayto the west.

0 Temporaryon-sitedetourpavementwillbe utilizedalongMt.Zion
Boulevardftom RichardsonParkwayto LakeHarbinRoad in order to
facilitateverticalreconstructionofMt. ZionBoulevard



<

Project Concept Report Pa.ge 7
Project Nuniber: STP-9108(4)
P.I Nwnber: 751770
Coooty: Clayton

. Design Exceptions to controlling criteria anticipated:
UNDETERMINED

HORIZONTALALIGNMENT: ( )
ROADWAYWIDTII: ( )
SHOUlDER WIDTH: ( )
VERTICALGRADES: ( )
CROSSSWPES: ( )
STOPPINGSIGHr DISTANCE: ( )
SUPERELEVATIONRATES: 0
HORJZONTALCLEARANCE: ( )
SPEEDDESIGN: ( )
VERTICALCLEARANCE: ( )
BRIDGEWIDTH: ( )
BRIDGESTRUCTURALCAPACITY: ( )

YES
0
()
0
()
()
()
()
()
0
0
()
()

HQ
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)

. DesignVariances:
0 A designvariancewill be requiredfor substandardmedianopening

spacingalongMt. Zion BoulevardbetweenMt. Zion Parkwayand Mt.
Zion Road. Resultsof the trafficanalysisshow that levelsof serviceat the
Mt. Zion RoadlMt.ZionBoulevard intersectionwill be severelyreducedif
the medianopeningat Mt. ZionParkwayis closed.

0 Designvarianceswill be requiredat variousmedianopeningsalong the
project for substandardleft turn storagelengthdue to the spacingof
median openings.These locationsincludethe medianopeningsalong Mt.
Zion Boulevardat SpringPlace, Mt. ZionRoad, Mt. ZionParkwayand
RichardsonParkway.

. Environmentalconcerns:
0 It is anticipatedthat an IndividualPermitwill be requiredfor impactsto

the three streamsand two wetlandson the projectcorridor. The streams
includeReevesCreek,an unnamedstreamnearMt. Zion Boulevardand
SpringPlace, andPantherCreek The wetlandsare located in the vicinity
of ReevesCreekandPanther Creek There are sevenUSTs along the
projectcorridor,two of whichare consideredLUST's. At this time, it is
not knownhow manyof theseUST'swill be impactedby the project. A
fmdingof No HistoricPropertiesAffectedis expectedfor the historyand
archaeologystudies.

. Levelof environmentalanalysis:
0 Are Time SavingsProceduresappropriate? Yes ( ), No (X ),
0 Categoricalexclusion( ),
0 EnvironmentalAssessment/Findingof No SignificantImpact(FONSI)

Anticipated. '
0 EnV1fOnmental Impact Statement (EIS) (). .
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PrqiectNumber: STP-9108(4)
P.I Number: 751770

County: Clayton

. Utilityinvolvements:
0 Utility facilitieslocatedwithinthe project limits includenaturalgas,

phone, power,cable TV, ClaytonCountyITS systems,water/sewerand
the Williamstrans-continentalgaspipeline. A major utilityeasement
existsnear the Battle CreekRoadIMt Zion Boulevardintersectionwhich
includesthe gaspipeline as well as power transmissionlines and
distributionlines.

Project responsibilities:
0 Design: CJayton County
0 Right of Way Acquisition: Clayton County
0 Relocation of Utilities: Clayton County
0 Letting to contract: GDOT Office of Contract Administration
0 Supervision of construction: GDOT Construction
0 Providing material pits: Responsibility of the Construction Contractor
0 Providing detours: Clayton County; Construction Contractor to complete

detours as shown in final plans.

Coordination
. Initial Concept Meeting 4/1 1/2005: See attached minutes. Concept Team Meeting 11/10/2005: See attached minutes
. P. A. R meetings, dates and results: None Required
. FEMA, USCG, and/or TVA:
. Public involvement. A Public Information Open House was held on June 7, 2005

at Jonesboro High School in Jonesboro, GA. 109people attended the PI0H and a
total of 51 comments were received. Of these comments, 5 were opposed to the
project, 16 were in support of the project, 7 were uncommitted and 23 were
conditional

. Local government comments: See attached Concept Team Meeting Minutes

. Other projects in the area:
0 STP-91O8(5) Widening of Battle Creek Road from Valley Hill Road to

Southlake Parkway
0 NHS-0006-00(401) 1-75 Ramp Meters from Cleveland Avenue in the City

of AtJanta to Hudson Bridge Road in Henry County
0 NHS-0003-00(167) 1-75HOV Lanes from SR 54/Jonesboro Road to

Eagles Landing Parkway CIayton/Henry Counties
0 Clayton County Project; Widening of Mt. Zion Boulevard trom Somerton

Drive to Rex Road
. Other coordination to date: N/A
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Project Concept Report Page 9
PrqjectNumber: STP-9108(4)
P. L Number: 751770
County: Clayton

Scheduling - Responsible Parties' E~timate
- . Timeto completethe environmentalprocess: 18Months.. Timeto completepreliminaryconstructionplans: 10Months.. Time to completeright of wayplans: 5 Months.. Time to completethe Section404 Permit:8 Months.

. Timeto completefinalconstructionplans: 5 Months.

. Time to purchaseright of way: 25 Months.

Other alternates considered: (1) WidenBattle CreekRoad andMt. ZionBoulevardto
four lanesand reconstructthe Mt. ZionBoulevardlBattleCreekRoad intersectionto the
north of the WilliamsTranscontinentalPipelineeasement. (2) WidenBattle CreekRoad
andMt. Zion Boulevardto four lanesand reconstructthe Mt. ZionBoulevard/Battle
CreekRoad intersectionto the southof the WilliamsTranscontinentalPjpelineeasement.
(3) WidenBattle CreekRoad andMt. Zion Boulevardto four lanesand maintainthe
currentconfigurationof the Mt. ZionBoulevardlBattleCreekRoad intersection.(4)
WidenBattle CreekRoad andMt. ZionBoulevardto four lanes exceptfur the section
alongMt. ZionBoulevardfrom Mt. Zion Road to the 1-75Southboundramps.This
sectionwouldbe widenedto six lanes. (5) No Build.

Comments:
Com~arison Summary of Alternates 1-5

Alternate (1) is recommended for this concept. Reconstructing the Battle Creek RoadlMt.
Zion Boulevard intersection to the north of the pipeline will avoid major impacts to the
subdivision located in the southwest quadrant of the existing intersection.

Alternate(2) is not recommendedfor this concept.Reconstructingthe BattleCreek
RoadlMt.ZionBoulevardintersectionto the southof the pipelinewill severely impact
the subdivisionat the southwestquadrantofthe existingintersection.The differencein
cost of impactsto the pipelinebetweeJlAlternate(1) andAlternate(2) is negligible.

Alternate(3) is not recommendedfor this concept.Trafficprojectionsin the capacity
analysisreport showthat the major trafficmovementat this intersectionis from
eastboundBattle CreekRoad to eastboundMt. ZionBoulevard.Leavingthe Mt. Zion
BoulevardlBattleCreek Road intersectionin its current configurationdoes not allowfur
this movementto operateas a throughmovement,whichwould result in a lowerlevelof
servicethan if the interchangewere reconstructedas recommendedin Alternate(1).

Alternate (4) is not recommended for this concept. The six lane section along Mt. Zion
Boulevard from Mt. Zion Road to the 1-75 Southbound ramps does not match the
confOl1I1ingplan model.



Project Concept Report Page 10
Project Number: S1P-91O8(4)
P. 1 Number: 751770

COWlty: Clayton

Alternate (5) is not recommended for this concept. Traffic projections in the capacity
analysis report indicate that the current two lane facilities along Battle Creek Road and
Mt. Zion Boulevard will fail under future traffic conditions, thus providing an
unacceptable level of service along the two roadways.

Attachments:
1. Cost Estimates:

a. ConstructionincludingE&C,
b. Right of Way, and
c. Utilities.

2. TypicalSections
3. Bridge inventory
4. Conformingplan's networkschematicsshowingthrough lanes
5. Initial ConceptTeamMeetingMinutes4111105
6. ConceptTeamMeetingMinutes 11/10/05
7. Summaryof TrafficAnalysis



PRelIMINARY COST ESTIMATE

PROo/ECTNUMBER: STP-9108(4)
DATE: July22. 2005
PREPAREDBY: Kimley-Homand Associates

COUNTY:
ES11MATED LETllNG DATE:
PROJECT LENGTH:

Clayton

3.62 Mll.ES

()PROGRAMMING PROCESS (X)CONCEPT DEVELOPMENT ( )DURINGPROJECTDEV.

PROJECT COST

A. RIGHT-OF-WAY

1. PROPER1Y (LAND & EASEMENT) $2,620.443

2. DISPLACEMENTS; (5 Residential. 3 CoUlllle[Cial) $4,260,000
SUBTOTAL:A $6,870,443

B. REIMBURSABLE U11UTIES:

1. PIPELINE RELOCATION $2,000.000

2. TRANSMISSION LINES $0
3. SERVICES $0

SUBTOTAL:B $2 000 000
C. CONSTRUCTION

1. MAJOR STRUCTURES

a. BOX CULVERTS

1) BARRElNFSTEEL 47443 lB $0.60 $28,466

2) ClASS A CONC 317 CY $471,; $150,575

3) FOUND BACKFill MArl 7200 CY $35 $252.000
b. RETAINING WALLS

1) CONe SIDE BARRIER 500 LF @ $400 $200,000

2) MSE WAll 6800 SF @ $50 $340,000

. SUBTOTAL:C.1 $971 041

2. GRADING AND DRAINAGE

a. EARTHWORK

1) BORROW EXCAV 100000 CY @ $5 $500.000

2) UNCLASS EXCAV 75000 CY @ $3 $225.000

b. DRAINAGE
1) CROSS DRAINS

24" Pioe 3900 LF (ii! $35 $136.500
24" FES 78EA @ $475 $37,050

2 SIDE DRAINS
18" Pioe 2400 lF lii! $20 $48 000
18" SES 160 EA @ $480 $76,8001

3) LONGITUDiNAl SYSTEMS
Catch BasiI1$ 132 EA lii! $1 500 $198,000
24" Pioe 39600 LF lii! $35 $1.386000
24"FES 33EA @ $475 $15.675

SUBTOTAl.:C-2 $2 623 02
3. BASE AND PAVING

a. AGGREGATE BASE 69442 TN @ $18 $1,249.949
b. ASPHALT PAVING

Surface 9513 TN $42 $399,538
Binder 12097 TN «! $37 $447.591
Base 44282 TN (jj $37 $1,638.419

c. CONCRETE PAVING

d. OTHER (LEVELING, TACK)
Lewing 293 TN @ $36 $10.560
Taclc 15770 GAL @ $1 $15,770

SUBTOTAL:C-3 $3,761.827
4. LUMP ITEMS

a. GRASSING 22AC @ $1,000 $22.000

b. CLEARING AND GRUBBING 22AC @ $5.000 $110.000
c.LANDSCAPING $0
d EROSION CONTROL

Silt Fence 10000 LF @ $3 $30.000
Erosion Mat 5000 SY @ $2 $10.000
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MIX! Straw 1500 LF @ $2 $3,000
Tv 3 Silt Gates 39 EA li!1 $350 $13,650
Sediment Basins 3EA @ $7,000 $21,000

e. TRAFFIC CONTROL LS $350,000
f. ITS DEVICES LS $684,475

. TRAFFIC SIGNAL INSTALLATION 10 EA li!1 $75,000 $750,000
SUBTOTAl:C-4 $1994.125

5. MISCELLANEOUS

a. UGHTING

b. SIGNING - MARKING

Solid Traff Stripe, 5 IN. White 60000 LF /Ii) $0.30 $24,000
Solid Traff Strioe, 5 IN, YellQW 20000 LF iii) $0.30 $6.000
Skip Traff Stripe, 5 IN, White 40000 GLF @. $0.20 $8,000
Higway Signs, TP 6 Sheeting 2500 SF @ $18 $45.000
Galv Steel P()Sts, TP 7 2000 LF @ $8 $16,000
RaIsed Pvmt Mlllkers 500 EA-@ $3 $1,500

c. GUARDRAIL

WBeam 3500 IF @ $15 $52,500
Tv 12 Anco 8EA @ $1,300 $10,400
Tv 1 Ancho 8 EA@- $440 $3,520

d. CURB AND GUTTER

Curb and Gutter TP 2 45000 LF @ $16 $720,000
Curb and Gutter TP 7 40000 LF @ $10 $400,000

, SUBrOrAl:C.S $1,2.920
6. SPECIAL FEATURES

1) FIElD ENGINEERS OFFICE TY 3 $55,000
SUBTOTAl:C-6 $55,000

. ESnMATE SUMMARY
A.RIGHT-OF-WAY $6,870,443
B. REIMBURSABLE UTILITIES $2,000,000
C. CONSTRUCTION

1. MAJOR STRUCTURES $971,041
2. GRADING AND DRAINAGE $2,823,025
3. BASE AND PAVING $3,761,827
4. LUMP ITEMS $1,994,125
5. MISCELLANEous .

$1,286,920
6. SPECIAL FEATURES $55,000

SUBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $10,691,937

INFLATION (5% PER YEAR)
.

$2,304,179
NUMBER OF YEARS I 4

E. & C. (10"10) $1,299,612

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $14,295,728

GRAND TOTAL PROJECT COST $23,166.171
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BRIDGE INVENTORY DATA LISTING GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Report Date: 11/15/2005 SIA. 1

Structure10: 063-0083-0 Clayton SUFF.RATING 88,36

Location & Geography Sips & Attachments
'" StructureI.D.No: 063-0083-0 '" 104 HighwaySystem: 0

225 Expansion Joint Type: 00
200 BridgeInformation 07 * 26 FunctionalClassification: 17

* 6A FeatureInt: PANTHERCREEK * 204 FederalRouteType: M No.: 09108 242 DeckDrains: 0

* 6B CriticalBridge: 0 105 FederalLandsHighway: 0 243 ParapetLocation: 0
'" 7A RouteNumberCarried: CRO0028 * 110 TruckRoute: 0

Height: 0.00
* 7B FacilityCarried: MT. ZION BOULEVARD 206 SchoolBus Route: 1 Width: 0.00
'" 9 Location: 1 MI E OF MORROW 217 BenchmarkElevation: 0000.00

2 DOT District: 7 218 Datwn: 0 238 CuIb: 0.00 0

207Year Photo: 2003 '" 19 BypassLength: 02 239 Handrail: 0 0
* 91 InspectionFrequency: 24 Date: 04114/2005 '" 20 Toll: 3 '" 240 MedianBarrierRail: 0

92A Fract Crit InspFreq: 00 Date: 02/0111901 '" 21 Maintenance: 02
92B UnderwaterInspFreq: 00 Date: 02/01/1901 '" 22 Owner: 02 241 Bridge Medi!1!lHeight: 0.00

92C Other Spc.InspFreq: 00 Date: 02/0111901 '" 31 DesignLoad: 6 Width: 0.00.
* 4 Place Code: 00000 37 HistoricalSignificance: 5 * 230 GuardrailLocDir Rear: 0'" 5 Inventory Route (OIU): I 205 CongressionalDistrict: 13

Type: 5 27 Year Constructed: 1969 Fwrd: 0

Designation: 1 106 YearReconstructed: 0000 Oppo Dir Rear: 0
Number: 09108 33 BridgeMedian: 0 Fwrd: 0
Direction: 0 34 Skew: 00 244 ApproachSlab: 0* 16 Latitude: 33-34.0 MMSPrefix: 35 StructureFlared: 0

224 RetainingWall: 0'" 17 Longitude: 84-19.0 MMSSuffix: MP: 0.00 38 NavigationControl: 0
233 PostedSpeedLimit: 40

98 BorderBridge: 000 %Shared: 00 213 SpecialSteelDesign: 0
236 WarningSign: 0

99 ID Number: 000000000000000 267 Typeof Paint: 0
234 Delineator: 0'" 42 Typeof Serviceon: 1'" 100STRAHNET: 0 235 HazardBoards: 0

12Base HighwayNetwork: 1
5

13ALRS InventoryRoute: 214 MovableBridge: 0 237 UtilitiesGas: 00
632002800

13BSub InventoryRoute: 0 203 TypeBridge: Q \\ 00
259 PileEncasement: 3

'" }OIParaUelStructure: N EIe 00
* 43 StructureTypeMain: 1 19

'" 102Directionof Traffic: 2
45 No. SpansMain: 002 Telephone: 00

* 264 Road InventoryMilePost: 001.60 44 StructureTypeAppr: 0 00 S< 00

* 208 InspectionArea: 03 Initials: WBP 46 No. SpansAppr: 0000 247 LightingStreet: 0

Engineer'sInitial: jal 226 BridgeCurveHon: 0 Vert: 0
Naviagtion: 0

III PierProtection: 0
Aerial: 0

107 DeckStructureType: N
'" LocationI.D.No.: 063-09108M-004.20E 108 WearingSurfaceType: N '" 248 County Continuity No.: 00

Me N
F N



Stramm ID: 063.0083-0

BRIDGE INVENTORY DATA LISTING GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Clayton SUFF. RATING 88.36

Programming Data

201 ProjectNo.: UNKNOWN
202 PlansAvailab1e: 0
249 Prop.Proj.No. 0000000900000000
250 ApprovalStatus: 0000
251 P.I.No.: 0000000
252 ContractDate: 02/01/1901
260 SeismicNo.: 00000

7S Type Work: 00 0
94 BridgeImp.Cost: $ 0
9S RoadwayImp.Cost: $ 0
96 TotalImpCost: $ 0
76 Imp.Length: 000000
97 Imp.Year: 0000

114 FutureADT: 037755 Year: 2024

Measurements

'" 29 ADT:
109 % Trucks:

'" 28 LanesOn:
210 No. TracksOn:

'" 48 Max.SpanLength:
'" 49 StructureLength:

51 Br.Rwdy.Width:
52 DeckWidth:

'" 47 Tot.Horz.Cl:
SOClub/SdewlkWidth:

32 ApproachRdwyWidth:
'" 229 ShoulderWidth:

RearLt: 6.00 Type: 8 Rt:
FwrdLt: 6.00 Type: 8 Rt:

PavementWidth:

Rear: 22.00 Type: 2
Fwrd: 22.00 Type: 2

IntersectionRear: 0 Pwrd: .

36 SafetyFeaturesBr.Rail: N
Transition: N
App.G.Rail: N
App.RailEnd: N

53 Minimum ClOver:

Under: N

'" 228 Min. Vertica1 Cl

Act. Odm Dir:

Oppo. Dir:
Posted Odm. Dir:

Oppo. Dir:

55 Lateral Undercl. Rt:

56 Lateral Undercl. Lt:

'" 10 Max Min Vert CI:

39 NavVertCI:

116 Nav Vert CI Closed:

245 Deck Thickness Main:

Deck Thick Approach:

246 Overlay Thickness:
212 Year Last Painted:

025170

Hydraulic Data
215 WaterwayData

HighwaterElev.: 0000.0 Year: 1900
Avg.StreambedElev.: 0000.0 Freq.: 00
DrainageArea: 00000
AreaOfOpening: 000240

113 ScourCritical: 8

216 WaterDepth: 01.4 Br. Height: 13.2
222 SlopeProtection: 0
221 SpurDikesRear: 0
219 FenderSystem: 0
220 Dolphin: 0
223 CulvertCover: 3

Type: 1
No. Barrels: 2

Width: 10.00 Height:
Length: 43 Apron:

'" 265 U/WInsp.Area: 0

Fwrd: 0

12.00
0

Diver: ZlZ

'" Location I.D. No.: 063-0910SM-004.20E

Year: 2004
2

02 Under: 00
00 Under: 00

0010

Ratings
65 Inventory Rating Method:
63 Inventory Rating Method:
66 Inventory Type: 2
64 Operating Type: 2

231 Calculated Loads

H-Modified: 00 0
HS.Modified: 00 0

Type 3: 00 0
Type 3s2: 00 0

Timber: 00 0

Piggyback: 00 0
261 H Inventory Rating: 15

262 H Operating Rating: 25
67 Structural Evaluation:
58 Deck Condition:

59 Superstructure Condition:

'" 227 Collision Damage:
60A Substructure Condition:

60B Scour Condition:

6OCUnderwater Condition:

71 Waterway Adequacy:
61 Channel Protection Cond:

68 Deck Geometry:
69 UnderC1r. Horz/Vert:

72 Appr. Alignment:
62 Culvert:

5 "
5

Rating: 27
Rating: 48

21
0.00

0.00
34.00

0.0010.00

022

6.00
6.00 6

N
N
0
N
6
N
9
6
N
N
8
7

99 ' 99 "
00'00"

99 ' 99 "
99'99"
00 I 00 "
00 ' 00 "

99.90

0.00
99 '99 "Dir: 0

000 Horz: 0000

000

Posting Data
70 BridgePostingRtlquired: 5
41 StructOpen,Posted,Cl: A

... 103TemporaryStructure: 0
232 Posted Loads H-Modified: 00

HS-Modified: 00

Type 3: 00

Type3s2: 00
Timber: 00

Piggyback: 00

253 Notification Date 0210111901

253 Fed NotifY Date: 02'0111901 0

N

0.00
0.00
0.00

Sup: 0000 Sub: 0000

Report Date: 11/15/2005 SIA. 2
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MINUTES OF MEETING

Project: STP-91O8(4&5), P.I. No. 751770, 751775, Widenmg of Battle Creek Road/Mt.
Zion Boulevard, Clayton County

Date: April 11,2005

Attendees: Mike Lobdell
Scott Lee
GeraldFord
MarshallTroup
GaryNewton
SeanJohnston

GDOT District 7 Preconstruction
GDOT District 7 Preconstruction
GOOT District 7 Preconstruction
GDOT District 7 Preconstruction

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. (KHA)
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. (KHA)

This meetmgwas held in the GDOTDistrict7 Preconstructionconferenceroom to
discussthe levelof requiredpublic involvementand to determinea preliminaryschedule
forpublic meetings. Someproject designissueswere also discussed

1. GaryNewtonbeganby stating that the mtentof the meetingwas to determine
whena public meetingwouldbe held,what kIDdof formatwouldbe requked, and
what mformationwould needto be presentedto the public. Gary said that KHA's
mappingsub-coDSultanthad completedthe digitalorthophotography,but no other
mappmgis currentlyavailable.

2. Garypresented a conceptuallayout,and describedsome of the areas of concern
alongthe project.In particular,he discussedthe potentialclosingof the median
openingat Mt. ZionBoulevardand Mt. Zion Parkway.Garysaid that KHA's
trafficanalysisshowsthat closingthis intersectionwouldhave adverse
operationaleffects on the nearbyMt. ZionRoad mtersection,and that it is KHA's
recommendationthat the Mt. ZionParkwayintersectionremainopen.

3. MikeLobdellagreedthat it is desirableto leaveMt. ZionParkwayopen, and said
that a designvariancewouldbe required.Mikealso statedthat the numberof
through lanesdesignedon Mt. ZionBoulevardmust conformto the currentARC
TIP model

4. Garyraised the questionof whether or not surveyorscouldwork onprivate
propertybefore a public meetmghad been held MarshallTroup statedthat he was
unsureif therewas any such requirement,and that he wouldresearchit.

5. Mike statedthat smcethe projectwill requirean EA msteadof a CE, a public
hearingwould be required.He also said that a draftEA wouldbe requiredm order
to holda public hearmg.Marshallcomumed this. Mike and ScottLee both said
that they believeda public meetingshouldbe heldbefore surveycrewsare
allowedto work outsidethe right-of-way.Mike said that the purposeofholdmg a
public meetingat this timewould be to mformthe public that the project is
commgm the futureand that surveycrews will be m the area.



6. Garyaskedwhat informationGDOTwantedto show on the public meeting
displays.Scott andMike said that, in additionto conceptualalignmentsandedges
of pavement,existingproperty linesshouldbe drawnon the display.They
suggestedusing tax maps as referencesinceproperty surveyis not yet available.
Garyaskedif ownernamesshouldbe shown.Scott said that parcel ID numbers
wouldbe sufficientdata as longas the property statisticsspreadsheetisprovided
at the meetingto assistownersin identifyingtheirproperties.SeanJohnstonsaid
that KHAcould havedisplaysready in approximatelysix weeks.

7. Seansuggestedthat, giventhe requirementsoutlinedby Mike and Scott, KHA's
approachwould be to holda Public InformationOpenHouse (PIOR) as soon as
possible(within6-8 weeks), after whichsurveycrewswouldbe authorizedto
work outsidethe right-of-wayonprivateproperty.A PublicHearingwould be
held duringpreliminaryplan development,once the surveydatabase is complete
and the draft EA is approved.Oncethe PublicHearingis held and the finalEA is
approved,the projectwouldproceed to PFPR. Mike said that he agreedwiththis
approach.

8. Marshallsaid that he wouldcheckwith GDOTEnvironment!Locationto
determineif surveyorsmust wait until after a PIOHto work outsidethe right-of-
way.

9. The groupdiscussedotherproject designissues, includingthe locationof median
openingsfor auto dealershipson Mt. ZionBoulevardeastofI-75.

10.Garysaid that KHAwould coordinatefurtherwith ClaytonCountyand GDOTto
determinea suitabledate for a PIOll, andwould attenda dry run severaldays
before the meeting.

These minutescontainthe understandingofKHA representativesregardingdiscussions,
decisions,action items,etc. at the meeting.

Copies:Rob Lewis,CH2MHill/ClaytonCountySPLOSTProgram
Scott Lee, GDOTDistrict7 Preconstruction
KHAFile019204003,019204004
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MINUTES OF MEETING

Project: STP-9108(4&5), P.I. No. 751770, 751775, Widening of Battle Creek Road/Mt.
Zion Boulevard, Clayton County

Date: November 10, 2005

Attendees: Mike Lobdell
ScottLee .

GeraldFord
MerishiaRobinson
LowellJames
MarshallTroup
Lisa Favors
SteveWalker
Andy Adams
Jeff Metarko
DavidRutledge
TerryLegvold
KeithRohling
1.Hamlin
GaryNewton
SeanJohnston
ChrisMroczka
LauraMacgregor

GDOTDistrict7 Preconstruction
GDOTDistrict7 Preconstruction
GOOTDistrict7 Preconstruction
GDOTDistrict7 Preconstruction
GDOT District7 Preconstruction
GOOTDistrict7 Preconstruction
GDOTOfficeof EnvironmentLocation
GDOTOfficeof Planning
ClaytonCounty
ClaytonCounty
ClaytonCounty
CH2MHill
CH2MHill
DiannaHunt andAssociates
Kimley-HornandAssociates,Inc. (KHA)
Kimley-Hornand Associates,Inc. (KHA)
Kimley-Hornand Associates,Inc. (KHA)
Kimley-HornandAssociates,Inc. (KHA)

This meetingwas held in the GDOTDistrict 7 Preconstructionconferenceroom to
discussthe draftconceptreportprepared byKimley-Hornand Associates(KHA) for the
abovereferencedproject.

1. GeraldFord beganthe meetingby askingfor introductionsfrom each attendee.

2. SeanJohnstongavea briefpresentationof the concept layout,discussingproposed
roadwayfeatures,majorutilities,majorstructuresand other concerns,as well as the
proposedreconfigurationof the intersectionson Battle CreekRoad at ValleyHill
Road and Mt. ZionBoulevard.

3. Seanpointed out that whilethe traffic studyrecommendsa six lane sectionalongMt.
Zion BoulevardfromMt. ZionRoad to the 1-75southboundramps, the project is
currentlymodeledfor four lanes, thereforethe proposedconceptcalls for a four lane
section.SteveWaIkerstatedthat the modeldescriptioncouldbe updated in the
summerof2006 to includethe six lanesection.This revisedmodelwouldbe
effectiveuntil2012,whichwould accommodatethe proposedopeningyear of2011.

4. Sean brieflydiscussedof right-of-wayconcerns.J Hamlinnotedthat it wouldtake
approximately2 years to acquireright-of-wayfor bothprojects.



5. Seanbrieflydiscussedutility impacts.These includeimpactsto the WilliaII1S
transcontinentalgaspipeline near the intersectionof Battle CreekRoad andMt. Zion
Boulevard.The reconfigurationof this intersectionwill create impactsto short
sectionsof the pipeline.Most of the costs associatedwith this impactare associated
withthe mobilizationand operationof equipmentand resourcesto relocatethe
pipeline,andnot the cost ofthe actualpipeline itself.Othermajorutilityconcerns
includethe wideningof the grade crossingon Battle CreekRoad at the Norfolk
SouthernRailroad.KHAwill coordinatewith the railroadthroughthe GDOToffice
of utilitiesduringpreliminarydesign.

6. LauraMacgregorbrieflydiscussedenvironmentalconcerns.Laura statedthat an
individualU.S. ArmyCorps of Engineers404 permitwould be requiredfor stream
andwetland impactson bothprojects.She said that no significantarchaeological
resourceswere foundwithinthe study area, and that the only historicalresourceis the
NorfolkSouthernRailroad.Mike Lobdellaskedwhat level of environmentalanalysis
wouldbe required.Laurasaid that an EnvironmentalAssessmentIFONSIwouldbe
required.Laura alsonoted the presenceof nests indicativeof migratorybird species
nestingon the BattleCreek Road bridgeoverJesters Creek.Bridgeconstructionwill
not be allowedto take place duringthe breedingseason(Marchto August)or if active
nests arepresent. Seannoted that bridgeconstructionwill be limitedto reinforcement
of the eastboundsuperstructurewith externalcarbonfiberwraps on the existing
girders.

7. Andy Adams noted that the majority of these two projects will be funded with
ClaytonCountySPLOSTfunds. These fundsmustbe allocatedby December31st,

2008. This will drive the project schedule and require that right-of-way acquisition
begin no later than early 2007. Andy asked if it would benefit the county to shift all of
the federal funds to the Mt. Zion Boulevard project (751770) and construct the Battle
Creek Road project (751775) solely with SPLOST funds. Lisa Favors said that this
would not likely help the county meet its schedule because there would be no logical
termini for the Mt. Zion Boulevard project, which would create difficulty in obtaining
an approved environmental document.

8. The schedulefor approvalof the environmentaldocumentwas discussed.Sean
Johnstonstatedthat the draft EA was scheduledto be completedby Januaryof2006,
whichwould allow for the holdingof a public hearingin earlyMay2006, and final
approvalofthe FONSIby Augustof2006. Thisschedulewould allow for fmal right-
of-wayplans approvalby Decemberof2006.

9. GeraldFord reviewedGDOTcommentsof conceptreports forbothprojects.The
needandpurpose statementwas discussedin detail, and it was suggestedthat KHA
shouldadd a more in-depthdescriptionof projects issues and solutions.A table
showingthe proposed Levelof Service(LOS)will be addedto this section,as well as
a discussionof landuse and the need for improvedpedestrianfacilities.



10. Scott Lee asked that KHA provide a project schedule to GDOT District 7 design staff.
Scott said that GDOT would obtain commitments from team members in Right~of-
Way, Environment Location and Design to prioritize the project and expedite reviews
in order to meet the schedule and ensure the county's ability to allocate SPLOST
funds.

These minutes contain the understanding ofKHA representatives regarding discussions,
decisions, action items, etc. at the meeting.

Copies: Robert Lewis, CH2M HilJ/Clayton County SPLOST Program
KHA File 019204003, 019204004
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TRAFFIC ANALYSIS SUMMARY

WIDENING OF BATTLE CREEK ROAD
PROJECT STP-9108(4),P.I. NO. 751770

Description of the proposed project: Project STP-9108(4)consistsof wideningBattle
CreekRoad (CR 1342)and Mt. ZionBoulevard(CR 28) ftom the existingtwo and four
lane facilitiesto four 12-footJaneswith a 20-foot raisedmedianand urbanshoulders
consistingof2.5-foot curb and gutter,6-foot grassedstrip and 5-foot sidewalks.The
projectbeginson BattleCreekRoad at SouthlakeParkway(BattleCreekRoad M.P. 2.02)
andcontinuesto the intersectionof Battle CreekRoad andMt. Zion Boulevard(Battle
CreekRoad M.P. 2.37,Mt. Zion BoulevardMP. 1.32).This intersectionwill be
realignedto providean east-westthroughmovementfrom eastboundBattle CreekRoad
to eastboundMt. ZionBoulevard. Theproject thencontinueseast alongMt. Zion
Boulevard,crosses1-75(Mt.ZionBoulevardM.P 2.45) and ends at SomertonDrive (Mt.
ZionBoulevardM.P. 4.45).The totalproject lengthis approximately18350feet (3.48
miles)

Level of Service: The followingtables illustratethe designyear levelof service for the
proposedroadwayconditionsas well as the no-buildcondition.The results of the traffic
studyshow that theproposed improvementswill allow each major intersectionwithin the
project limitsto operateat LOS D or better.The results of the analysisof the no-build
alternativeshow most of the major intersectionsoperatingat LOS F. Therefore,the
proposed improvementswill result in significantreductionsin delay and improvedLevel
of Serviceat each intersection.

Desi2D Year 2031 Level Of Service (Delav in Seconds)
Intersection AM Peak PM Peak
Battle Creek Road at Southlake Parkway Bj 18.5) C (20.4)
Battle Creek Road at Mt. Zion Boulevard B 16.1) C (27.9
Mt. Zion Boulevard at Mt. Zion Road CI 25.2) D (50.4
Mt. Zion Boulevard at Mt. Zion Parkway Cj 34.2) D (54.7
Mt. Zion Boulevard at Richardson Parkway C 26.3) C (24.1)
Mt. Zion Boulevard at Maddox Road B 16.0) C (26.4)
Mt. Zion Boulevard at Lake Harbin Road Cc 28.6) D (51.4)
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

District 7 Preconstruction

WIDENING OF BATTLE CREEK ROAD AND MT. ZION BOULEVARD

PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

Project Number: STP~91O8(4)
County: CLAYTON

P.I. Number: 751770

Federal Route Number: N/A
State Route Number: N/A

County Route Number: 1342 /28

SEE PAGE 2 FOR LOCATION SKETCH

Recommendation for approval:

DATE J;./ ). J./ (J ~
I I -

DATE_'L~

The conceptas presented hereinand submittedfor approval is consistentwith that which
is includedin the RegionalTransportationPlan (RTP) and the StateTr~nsportation
ImprovementProgram(STIP).

DATE 1/ S/O (p ;JfI~
DATE

State Transportation Financial Management
Administrator

DATE
State EnworunentallLocation Engineer

DATE

State Traffic Safety and Design Engineer

DATE

Project Review Engineer

DATE

State Bridge and Structural Design Engineer
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

District 7 Preconstruction

WIDENING OF BATTLE CREEK ROAD ANDMT. ZION BOULEVARD

PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

Project Number: STP~9108(4)
County: CLAYTON

P. I. Number: 751770

Federal Route Number: N/A
State Route Number: N/A

County Route Number: 1342/28

SEE PAGE 2 FOR LOCATION SKETCH

Recommendationfor approval:

DATE J)../ ). :1/ d 5'
I I -

DATE IL~

The conceptas presentedhereinand submittedforapproval is consistentwith that which
is includedin the RegionalTransportationPlan (RTP) and the StateTransportation
ImprovementProgram(STIP).

DATE
State Transportation Planning Administrator .

DATE
State Transportation Financial Management
Administrator

DATE

DATE 1- (.- O~ &.re~=
State Traffic Safety and Design Engineer

DATE

Project Review Engineer

DATE

State Bridge and Structural Design Engineer
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

District 7 Preconstruction

WIDENING OF BATTLE CREEK ROAD AND MT. ZION BOULEVARD

PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

- Project Number: STP~9108(4)
County: CLAYTON

P. I. Number: 751770

Federal Route Number: N/A
State Route Number: N/A

County Route Number: 1342 /28

SEE PAGE 2 FOR LOCATION SKETCH

DATE tL

~e concep~as presen~

.t
hereinand su?mittedfor approval is consistentwith ~at which

ISmcludedm the ReglO 1TransportatIonPlan (RTP) and the StateTransportation
ImprovementProgram STIP).

DATE-

DATE
StateEnviromnenta1lLocationEn~eer

DATE
State Traffic Safety and Design Engineer

DATE
Project Review Engineer

DATE
State Bridge and Structural Design Engineer
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

District 7 Preconstruction

WIDENING OF BATTLE CREEK ROAD AND MT. ZION BOULEVARD

PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

Project Number: STP-9108(4)
County: CLAYTON

P. I. Number: 751770

FederaIFtouteNurnber:N/A
StateFtouteNumber:N/A

CountyFtouteNumber:1342/28

'SEE PAGE2 FOFtLOCATIONSKETCH

Ftecommendation for approval:

DATE J)../ ). J./ (J~
I I -

DATE _IL~

The conceptas presentedhereinand submittedfor approvalis consistentwith that which
is includedin the FtegionalTransportationPlan (FtTP)and the StateTransportation
Improvement Program (STIP). '

DATE

DATE

DATE-l c' r1- ()f/

DATE

DATE

DATE

State Transportation Planning Administrator '

State Traffic Safety and Design Engineer

Project Review Engineer

State Bridge and Structural Design Engineer
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., \0< DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

INTERDEP ARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE

FROM:

P.I. No. 751770 OFFICE: Environment/Location

ill! .~~~ DATE: January 18,2006~t!y~fee~r, at~Environmental/LocationEngineer

FILE:

TO: Margaret B. Pirkle, Assistant Director of Preconstruct ion

SUBJECT: PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

STP-9108(4) / Clayton County
Battlecreek - Mt. Zion Blvd. from Southlake Parkway to Lake Harbin Rd.

The above subject concept report has been reviewed. Due to planned road closures, a detour
meeting will be required.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (404) 699-4401.

HDK/lc

Attachment

cc: Brian Summers

Bryant Poole
Keith Golden
Joe Palladi

Jamie Simpson


